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A REPORT on inner trends and forecasts of significant developments, dedicated to the preservation of the American way and a free democratic economy by the revival and extension of Christian 
sharing and the prevention of war by the revelation and correction of the causes of war. WE BELIEVE that if our society moves vigorously forward under the impulses of its Judaic-Christian 
traditions and concepts of truth, we will avoid the curse of violent change as represented by the evils of communism. WE ARE CONVINCED that the American answer for both communism and 
democratic socialism is a revitalized Christian capitalism that promotes closer management-worker cooperation, greater worker participation in ownership, profit-sharing, systems of pensions or 
security out of production and other forms of applied Christian sharing. WE STAND for our country, right or wrong, rejoicing when it is right, but when authoritative evidence indicates our 
country is being influenced into the wrong, we would seek through democratic means to set our country right. WE HOLD this to be the highest service to patriotism and to God. 





Protestant Drama 

For years Protestants have come 
off rather poorly in religious films, 
particularly by comparison to those 
dramatizing Catholicism, its heroes 
and traditions. Now at last, how- 
ever, a full length film “Martin 
Luther” has appeared which has 
been hailed by the most sophisti- 
cated critics as an intelligent and 
gripping portrayal of unusually 
difficult material. And, although 
originally intended only for church 
audiences, it has drawn record at- 
tendance in regular movie houses 
wherever it has been shown. It por- 
trays with historical accuracy and 
tense drama the intellectual and 
theological clash between the great 
16th century German teacher and 
the Roman Catholic Church. Even 
though that conflict was on a 
scholarly level, the personal drama 
comes through effectively and hon- 
estly and, to the surprise of the 
movie industry, with amazing en- 
tertainment qualities. Still more re- 
markable — this film is not a high- 
powered Hollywood production 
hut was created under the ausnices 
of the Lutheran Church and its 
film associations, and has no 
“name” actors. But it turned out 
to be so good that it is being shown 
in first-run houses all over the 
country. Don’t fail to see it, and if 
boycotts are organized against it, 
let your weight be felt in favor of 
freedom for the American people 
to see films of their choice. 





AWFULLY BUSY? Just can’t 
possibly keep up with the news 
—and yet want so much to be 
a responsible informed citizen? 
Thousands will testify that Be- 
tween The Lines has kept them 
informed, aware, and prepared 


to discuss the essential issues 
from day to day. Tell your 
friends about Between The 


Lines — just $1.50 per year. 











X-Ray and Forecast 


HAT TO BELIEVE — about the confused atomic and hydrogen 

bomb situation? The unreasonable and undemocratic censorship 
still being maintained over hydrogen-atomic bomb developments — ex- 
clusive of military secrets — leaves the American public more mystified 
and troubled than ever. Here are the facts that the atomic scientists, be- 
lieving that responsible laymen should have the right to understand as 
much as possible, would have you know: 

As yet neither Russia nor this country actually possesses hydrogen 
bombs. Both nations have detonated experimental H-test models, to ex- 
plore the nature and effectiveness of thermonuclear fusion, with the U. S. 
approximately two years in advance of Russia’s development of the actual 
bomb, according to leading nuclear scientists. 

Both Russia and the U. S. have enough A-bombs to destroy all 
major cities on both continents with the position of the U. S. the stronger 
of the two by far, because of our large number of high-speed bombers 
based close to Russia’s most vital industrial centers at dozens of places 
along the Soviet perimeter. With the Russian attack forces in no remotely 
comparable position, this situation alone is obviously responsible for much 
of the Soviet’s difficult diplomatic behavior, distrust and resentment. You 
can’t expect a person to be very charming and agreeable at a diplomatic 
tea party if a long sharp knife is kept jabbed against his belly under the 
table. Perhaps this American military tactic is justified in terms of the 
American defense philosophy, but we shouldn’t be so surprised at the 
behavior and attitude which our actions provoke. 

Neither the American nor Russian scientists really know what the 
hydrogen bomb will do. Some scientists on our side openly warn that the 
use of hydrogen bombs may provoke reactions on the earth’s atmospheres 
and surface that will destroy the entire human race, if not obliterate our 
planet. The fact that one rather small hydrogen test explosion completely 
wiped out an island in the sea gives an inkling of the heat and pressure it 
can generate, creating conditions which scientists as yet have had no way 
to estimate in terms of its effect upon the crust of the earth and the atmos- 
phere over large areas. The more noted and distinguished the scientist, 
the more uncertain and worried he is over this insane pell-mell rush to- 
wards bigger and better H-bombs. 


HE HEART OF THE BIG ATOMIC DEBATE is being carefully 

shielded from the public gaze because of the devastating effects such 
revelations would have on the public attitude toward the enormous mili- 
tary expenditures now being extracted from the taxpayer. The plain but 
startling fact is that almost all the billions are now being spent on fighter 
planes, bombers, submarines, air carriers, which are already ob- 
solete. To say this makes the admirals and generals furious, although 
they know it’s true. 

Like a great shrouded ghost moving around the corridors of our 
entire defense establishment, is the fact of the guided rocket or missile 
which is known to be now in a high state of development here, in Eng- 
land and in Russia. Rocket scientists are approaching the last stages in 
perfecting weapons that can fly faster than sound — up to 2000 miles per 
hour and more — that can travel 1000 or 3000 miles and through all 
weather conditions and go unerringly to their prescribed target. No fight- 


er jets can intercept these missiles, no form of radar interception can pro- 
(continued on NEXT page) 


Adenauer Going Fascist? 


Chancellor Adenauer of the 
West German Republic, in the flush 
of victory, has begun to reveal a 
trend which was feared by many 
observers before his election. He 
has tried to bring the great Ger- 
man trade union movement under 
the dominance of the state. Histor- 
ically, there is no clearer mark of 
fascism. It is the pattern followed 
by Hitler, Mussolini, Franco, Peron. 

The German Trade Union Fed- 
eration, with its millions of mem- 
bers, angered Adenauer by refus- 
ing to support him officially in the 
balloting, while it backed, on the 
whole, the opposition Social Dem- 
ocrats. Under any democratic sys- 
tem, this was its right. For Aden- 
auer to criticize the Federation 
would be proper, and also his right. 
But the action of the trade union- 
ists was voluntary, whereas Aden- 
auer’s current effort is to bring 
them under state control whether 
they wish to acquiesce or not. 
Meanwhile, Adenauer has made no 
move to control the mammoth 
German industrialist combines 
which financed his party and which 
have already begun to tell him what 
they want him to do— another 
important step towards fascism. 

When the Federation showed 
strong resistance, Adenauer, who 
is a Catholic, then demanded that 
the Catholic trade union, affiliated 
with the Federation, present his 
demands that the Trade Union 
Federation yield more of its offices 
to appointment by the Adenauer 
Government. Catholic unions are 
apparently not altogether happy at 
the role assigned them, and are re- 
luctant to set up a rival federation, 
which will likely be Adenauer’s 
next move, to make them subservi- 
ent to him. 

The German Trade Union Fed- 
eration is a moderate, anti-Commu- 
nist and powerful organization. 
Diplomats throughout the free 
(continued first col., NEXT page) 


Adenauer Going Fascist? 
(continued) 

world differ in their views of its po- 

litical judement, but. with an anx- 

ious eye on Adenauer’s general 

trend, ihem believe that 


in a showdown the Federation may 


many of 


vet be the means of preserving de- 
the German people. 
hailing 


step to 


mocracy [01 
Some commentators are 
Adenauer move as a 


“take the class struggle out of poli- 


the 


tics.” With the industrialists solid- 
ly entrenched in the Government, 
this interpretation has a curious 
implication. The Adenauer pro- 


gram would accomplish nothing io 


eliminate the class struggle except 
to conquer one side in favor of the 


other. That was Hitler’s way. 





Finland & Communism 


Finland is in the throes of a 
deep political crisis. Elections, 
scheduled for July of 1954, may 


have to be held this fall. The troub- 
ling Will Finland be able 
to remain a free democratic state 
within the Western orbit, even if 
on its fringe, or, against its will, be 
forced for economic reasons to join 
the Soviet constellation? 

Hit hard punitive peace 
treaty — after suffering an unpro- 
voked invasion by Soviet Russia — 
the Finnish Government was 
termined to steer a careful course. 
Although 
nothing was ever done which could 
he remotely construed by the So- 
unfriendly. Finland paid 
her reparations in full at the cost 


issue: 


by a 


de- 


strongls democratic, 


viet as 


of a grim austerity, refused Mar- 
shall aid, and stayed away from 
the Western European alliances. 
But when. in 1948, the local fifth 
column threatened to seize power 
for the Communists, the Finnish 


Government acted ruthlessly, and 
the Reds retreated underground. 

Yet the Communists have never 
given up hope of obtaining domin- 
ation. Future Soviet naval bases in 
Finland could become a telling an- 
swer to the NATO commitments 
in Norway and Denmark. More- 
over, Finland is now the only part 
old Czarist Empire that has 
remained the 
Kremlin. 

The enormous Soviet legation, 
which the Finns were compelled to 
build in the heart of their capital 
as a part of their reparations, was 
never meant to house a diplomatic 
staff of the normal size for a na 
tion of four inhabitants. 
Most Finns have little doubt that 
the Russians had this huge granite 
an administra- 


+ tha 
Or thc 


outside control by 


million 


building erected as 
tive center of a future Soviet gov- 
ernment. 

The method the Soviet is using 
to force Finland into the Commu- 
nist orbit is trade. [Isolated from 
Western trade by price differen- 
tials and bound to the Soviet by a 

continued third col.. THIS 
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X-Ray and Foreeast (continued) 


tect against them — and they can be launched from a thousand different 
contraptions on land or sea. While the U. S. remains somewhat aloof to 
this threat for the time being — until their range can be extended, yet 
the suppressed truth ot the near reality of these weapons is the main rea- 
son that all European countries are pulling back from the continued 
American pressure for a big defense build-up. Political and military lead- 
ers of all European countries know that Russia could now destroy every 
European city without a Russian soldier’s crossing the Soviet frontier. 

Also on the verge of perfection are small anti-aircraft rockets that 
can knock anything out of the sky, regardless of size, altitude or maneuv- 
erability. The same missiles will be able to destroy any surface vessel and 
at long distances. Consequently, if the truth were known, every bomber 
we're making is obsolete, every surface navy craft — a thought that brings 
the shudders to multi-billion-dollar airplane and ship-building corporations 
Whose prosperity and future depend upon continued reliance upon air 
power and traditional sea power. It makes the experience and knowledge 
of 90 per cent of our admirals and generals useless and would require that 
our air and sea warfare be turned over to young, scientifically trained 
officers who are now scarcely recognized by the brass. The guided mis- 
sile experts freely predict, whenever they are allowed to speak, that in a 
very few years the only weapons left that can be depended upon will be 
the long-range guided missiles and submersible navy craft —- cruiser-size 
submarines and submarine carriers. This is not Buck Rogers stuff, but 
facts widely known to military scientists, and much more freely printed 
abroad than in America. The London Times, August 24, for example, 
published a statement by British Minister of Supply Sandys in which the 
details of such weapons were discussed at length. 

THE BRIGHT SIDE OF THE PICTURE IS THAT THE 
RUSSIANS KNOW ALL ABOUT THIS, ARE CAUGHT IN THE 
SAME DILEMMA, ARE JUST AS FRIGHTENED AS ARE WE, 
THEREFORE THE CHANCES OF WAR ARE EXCEEDINGLY 
REMOTE. NEITHER NATION NOW FEARS THE OTHER AS WE 
HAVE IN THE PAST, BUT FEARS MOST WHAT WE ARE DOING 
TO OURSELVES IN THIS UNIVERSAL DILEMMA OF FEAR. 





ILITARY EXPEDIENCY and power politics have seldom been 

exposed so boldly before the public gaze as in the recent political 
horse-trading our Government has indulged in with Yugoslavia and Italy. 
When we extended military aid to Tito’s Communist Government of Yu- 
goslavia a short time ago, there were protests that we could not strength- 
en democracy by arming a Communist. Of course, Tito had broken with 
Moscow, but he still was a full-fledged Marxist. And how could we be 
aiding the cause of freedom by arming a man who had to a considerable 
extent, strangled freedom in his own country and restricted religion? 

MILITARY EXPEDIENCY was the answer given to such ques- 
tions. “We've got to be practical — we can’t be fussy about ideals at a 
time like this.” Remember those words only a few months ago? 

But when our government attempted to entice the Italians into 
our American-sponsored Western European Military Alliance by turn- 
ing over Zone A of Trieste to the Italians, the Yugoslavs became very 
angry, as certainly must have been anticipated. Yet we cannot expect 
Yugoslavia or any other country to fight for us and with us unless there 
is something in it for them. By this sudden and blunt demonstration to 
lito that he was no longer the darling of our Western Alliance, the Tri- 
este Zone A swap leaves the door wide upon for Moscow to raise their 
bid. That is the heart of the matter which is being discussed in awesome 
whispers in Washington and London. In fact, since the Zone A episode, 
the underground rumors have been persistent that Malenkov was making 
a reapproachment to Tito. Regardless of the outcome, the violent out- 
breaks of anti-Americanism by the Yugoslavian people, inflamed further 
by Tito’s impassioned denunciations, leave few in American military cir- 
cles who are confident of our military alliance with Tito in case of a sud- 
den crisis involving our interests in the Balkans. 

What then of our hundreds of millions of dollars in American 
military equipment now in the hands of Tito? Overnight the guns would 
all be turned around pointing towards us, and in case of war American 
manpower would have to walk into the fire of the weapons America had 
donated to their enemies. 

That is military expediency. 

What makes the situation even more significant is that we have 
just done it again with Franco! The most important publications (N. Y. 
limes, Christian Science Monitor, etc.) have noted with concern that we 
had to woo Franco for over two years to entice him into this alliance. 
Said the N. Y. Times, “The conditions under which Franco has agreed 
to fight with us are still being held as top secret in Washington and Ma- 


drid.” We must recall that not long ago Franco was an ardent supporter 
(continued on NEXT page) 


Finland & Communisy 
(continued) , 
thousand trade ties, it is almost ip, © 
possible for the Finns to comb} 
Soviet trade encroachments. Mor. 
over, the Russians have alway 
been willing to pay good prices fy} 
the fine craftmanship of Finnis, 
goods; in return the Russians supf 
ply Finland with much needed of 
reals, oils, coal at cheap prices, [7 
The brave democratic Christian} 
Finns, whose heroism whether they 
were allied with us or against 4 
whose faithfulness to fulfill all ob 7 
ligations have always inspired the f 
world, are still battling magnif.f 
cently for freedom. : 


Europe & The Machine 


From the remotest villages jy P 
Spain to the smartest streets jp } 
Paris, cheap mass-produced articles 
have brought an epochal revolution 
to the European standard of living J 
and at the same time have largely § 


eS 








blighted—for Americans—the en. 
chantment of window — shopping 
and have eliminated the “native’h 


costumes which once added such 
allure to European travel. 


The machine age has swooped) 


down on Europe fairly suddenly — : 


mostly since World War II — thu? 
the effects of mass production on 


national habits are easier to observe } 
than in America where the change 


came more gradually. 
The first regret is for the skill 


which the people are losing, skill tof 
make by hand everything needed) 
for daily life, skill which imparted — 


distinction to even the commonest 
articles of use and which gave to 


s ; FE 
the people much creative satisfac- 


tion. At the same time their civili- 
zations become less individual a 


clothes, utensils, furniture are 
standardized. Yet few Europeans 
(except perhaps the very rich) 


would choose to turn back the 
clock. Nor do they feel nostalgic 
that they’re no longer objects of ex 
clamation for their “quaint” coy 
tumes — which is just another way 
of saying “backward.” Quite con 
tent to let their museums preserve 
the old folkways, the peoples o/ 
European cities dress just the same 
as the people of New York or Chi- 
cago — with minor variations, such 
as the Englishman’s umbrella or the 











Basque’s beret. 

They are cheerful about moving 
out of their charming handmade 
culture into the machine era be 
cause it means more goods fot 
more people. In the days when 
beautiful hand laces, embroidery, 
carving and metal work could 
had for a song, everywhere chil 
dren and whole families worked 
their lives out to create such things 
but never possessed them and lived 
littke better than animals. 

For the era of handmade luxury 
depended on human labor at shock- 





(continued first col., THIRD page) 
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Europe & The Machine 


(continued) 

ingly cheap wages, so that the 
workers had no purchasing power 
and besides there was no possibility 
for quantity production for all. To- 
day mass production in Europe 
provides necessities, conveniences 
and little luxuries at prices many 
can afford. Even in the more back- 
ward countries, such as Spain, 
where the country villages and ru- 
ral areas still swarm with destitute 
people living close to bare survival 
levels, the cities are thronged with 
people who wear good shoes and 
good clothes. At the same time it 
is hard to find anything of hand 
workmanship, except antiques. You 
will be told that labor costs too 
much nowadays. And yet in Span- 
ish cities, one finds such anachro- 
nisms as electric shops displaying 
sparkling modern refrigerators and 
automatic washers located = on 
blocks where women from _ the 
apartments above trudge up and 
down stairs with buckets of water 
filled at the corner fountain or 
from a hydrant at the curb. 

The surface prosperity in Eu- 
rope today is deceptive. As people 
move into a machine economy, 
they trade a kind of superficial 
abundance for the security they had 
when they could make everything 
they used. Hence, they are far more 
subject to sudden economic disaster 
with cycles of unemployment or 
economic adjustment that seem in- 
evitable in a machine economy. Yet 
large segments of the populations 


' would reply that they had no se- 
» curity in the old days either. 
je oF 





Bricker, Race, Resources 

The indications are that the 
much-discussed Bricker amend- 
ment, which would limit the Pres- 
ident’s treaty-making powers, will 
in a modified form be passed by 
the new Congress after the first of 
the year. The compromise is ex- 
pected to be evolved by the follow- 
ing forces: The hardshell GOP re- 
actionaries, led by Senator Bricker 
of Ohio, have wanted to make the 
amendment a weapon to torpedo 
the United Nations, sink it if pos- 
sible, or at least cripple its effec- 
tiveness, so it can be destroyed lat- 
er. The Administration leaders 
hope to rally the GOP moderates 
and world-minded Democrats to 
produce a law that will assure the 
American people that their consti- 
tutional rights cannot be lost 
through any treaty and yet that 
will retain for the President the 
authority needed for the conduct 
of foreign affairs. 

On the surface, the Brickerites 
base their attack on the tendency 
of the Roosevelt-Truman regimes 
fo make international agreements 
contrary to the beliefs of the Amer- 
ican people as those traditions cen- 


ler in vast areas of our country. 
(continued third col., THIS page) 
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X-Ray and Foreeast (continued) 


of Hitler and Mussolini and that the same harbors he will loan to our 
Navy were used as bases for Nazi submarines which were sinking Ameri- 
can ships in the Atlantic and Mediterranian — American ships carrying 
American lives. What kind of loyalty and dependability is wrapped up in 
this kind of secret deal? It is all explained in terms of “military expedi- 
ency,” but the secret deals of Yalta and Potsdam were also called mili- 
tary expediency. The excuse then was that we had to bring Stalin into 
the war against Japan although this involved a compromise of our moral 
obligations to China. As a military move it was expedient — but it wasn’t 
right, and has brought us untold losses in Asia. 
WILL MILITARY EXPEDIENCY PAY OFF IN AN ATOM- 
IC AGE? We demand free elections in the satellite countries before we 
will believe Malenkov is sincere in wanting peace. Yet for military ex- 
pediency we make a deal with Franco though it’s been a long, long time 
since there’s been a free election in Spain. We want the East German 
workers to be freed of Communist oppression before we’ll talk with Mos- 
cow about German unity. But a few months ago ragged hungry Spanish 
workers staged a huge parade of protest in Barcelona; the situation was 
liquidated with tactics not too unlike those used against the rebellious 
workers in East Berlin last June. For the workers of Spain are allowed 
no free labor unions, they have no voice, they are as devoid of demo- 
cratic rights as the workers of East Germany and Russia. Moreover, if 
the American aid dollars had not been poured into Spain shortly after 
this Barcelona revolt, to bolster quickly the tottering Franco economy, 
the Barcelona riots would have been the beginning of the end of the 
Franco regime, according to the most authoritative observers in Spain. 
MILITARY EXPEDIENCY AND LABOR: Because there is no 
freedom for the worker in Spain, the powerful labor organizations in 
France, Italy, Belgium, Britain, — in fact all world labor organizations — 
are angered and deeply resentful over our military deal with Franco. If 
the religious issue is to be recognized in the background of this, it is im- 
portant to note that the Roman Catholic labor unions of France and 
Italy have been the loudest and most bitter in their denunciation of our 
deal with Franco because of his treatment of Spanish labor. American 
labor leaders of all faiths in this country, including George Meany, de- 
vout Catholic layman and head of the AFL, have all been uncompromis- 
ing in their denunciation of our deal with Franco dictatorship, a tyr- 
anny which has imprisoned thousands without a trial, executed others 
with no semblance of justice. (See N. Y. Times, 1951 Index for series by 
C. L. Sulzburger; N. Y. Herald Tribune, 1951 series by Homer Bigart.) 
Military leaders would reply, “What do we care what labor lead- 
ers and workers think?” Have the generals forgotten that communism 
operates chiefly on the working class level? At least three-fourths of Com- 
(continued on NEXT page) 


Bricker, Race, Resources 
(continued) 
They emphasize that at times 
Roosevelt went beyond his powers 
in making secret military agree- 
ments without the knowledge of 
Congress or the consent of the peo- 
ple. Thus there are logical reasons 
for providing safeguards against 
the making of secret agreements 
that might drag this nation into in- 
ternational conflict. Hence many 
good people, who would otherwise 
be out of sympathy with the real 
aims of the Brickerites, have been 
carried along with the amendment 
and have encouraged their repre- 
sentatives in Congress to support 
it. On the other hand, the Constitu- 
tion already forbids the making of 
such treaties without a review by 
and the consent of Congress, as has 
been pointed out by eminent law- 
yers who are authorities in the field 
of international law. Therefore, in 
the case of such actions carried out 
by former President Roosevelt, 
Congress had not done its duty. 
Actually, the Bricker Amend- 
ment is being pushed not to remedy 
these obvious abuses but to curb 
the growing tendency of the United 
Nations to become the instrument 
of adjudication for world minority 
groups. Today the Negroes of Afri- 
ca and the colored men of India 
and Asia have powerful blocs of 
nations in the UN who are sympa- 
thetic to the abuses that still exist 
among racial minorities throughout 
the world. In political areas in 
America where racial tensions cen- 
ter, bitter resentment has been 
aroused against the United Nations 
for its efforts to champion the 
cause of minority groups who have 
only second-class citizenship in 
terms of housing, wages and civil 
rights, (such as many Mexicans, 
Negroes, Filipinos, Japanese, etc., 
in Southern California, Texas, the 
South and many industrial areas 
of the North). The Bricker amend- 
ment proposes to build a_ wall 
around the UN as it resides in the 
U. S., so that nothing the UN does 
as an international body with au- 
thority over its member states will 
be applicable to the U. S. if such 
action threatens white supremacy 
as it is still maintained. That is the 
issue behind the Bricker Amend- 
ment which everyone knows exists 
but no one wants to talk about; 
that is the explanation behind the 
frenzied arguments on the subject 
— the words arise out of the most 
virulent passions buried in the 
thoughts of many people who can- 
not face the facts of a new age. 
Tied to this, of course, is the fear 
among certain great investment 
groups for their wide holdings in 
the resources of Asia — oil, rub- 
ber, tin and many other products. 
For as the UN coordinates policy 
among the nations of color (which 


in their turn resent the white man’s 
(continued first col., FOURTIT page) 





Bricker, Race, Resources 
(continued) 

domination of these resources with- 
in their own areas), it will reflect 
their effort to make the UN an ef- 
fective instrument for justice as re- 
gards the control and distribution 
of the world’s raw materials. It is 
no accident that Sen. Bricker is 
from Ohio where most of the rub- 
ber interests of the American cartel 
group center in the manufacture of 
tires for the whole world, and that 
the most vocal supporters of the 
Bricker movement are congress- 
men from the states where oil and 
mining interests are paramount. It 
is all one package, closely related 
to the philosophy of white suprem- 
acy in both race relations and the 
natural wealth of the globe. 

The Brickerites have made a big 
play of the endorsement of the 
Bricker Amendment by the Ameri- 
can Bar Association, an endorse- 
‘ment which in itself has question- 
able aspects, as pointed out by Mr. 
Charles A. Lyman, a high-ranking 
member of the American Bar As- 
sociation and a member of the 
House of Delegates, the executive 
body of that group. In a published 
letter to the N. Y. Herald Tribune, 
Sept. 10, he reveals that the recent 
action of the American Bar Asso- 
ciation in endorsing the Bricker 
Amendment does not truly repre- 
sent the sentiments of the gathering 
because, after the brilliant presen- 
tation of arguments against the en- 
dorsement presented by Judge John 
A. Parker of the U. S. Supreme 
Court of Appeals, which made a 
strong impact upon the gathering, 
the main rebuttals presented against 
the Judge’s arguments were that 
the American Bar Association 
would lose caste before the legal 
mind in America if it reversed its 
previous endorsement. 

Mr. Lyman also points out that 
the original proposal supporting 
this amendment was made on the 
basis of a Committee report that 
was not circulated among the del- 
egates in advance of the meeting; 
the delegates did not have a suf- 
ficient chance to study the matter 
before voting on it. Mr. Lyman 
further states that he was one of 
those who at the time approved the 
support of the Bricker Amendment 
by the American Bar Association 
but that since, after reading litera- 
ture on both sides, “I have found 
that the more I read of the argu- 
ments in favor of the Amendment, 
the more convinced I become on 
the other side. Under such circum- 
stances I see nothing wrong in a 
change of mind either on my part 
or that of the House of Delegates.” 

Out of these conflicts, however, 
it is expected will come a com- 
promise amendment that will be 
passed by the next Congress. 


X-Ray and Forecast (continued) 


munist subversive activity is aimed at an appeal to the workers. Do the 
generals who depend so much on military expediency forget that Euro- 
pean armies are drawn almost entirely from the working class and the 
peasantry, to whom the Communists also make a strong appeal? A study 
of the European press in the last few weeks reveals the revulsion that has 
swept France, Italy and most of Western Europe over our deal with 
Franco. For the French workers especially detest the Franco regime. 

With so much discontent and with communism already seething 
through France and Italy, do the gains we make in our deal with Franco 
make up for the loss of loyalty and goodwill we have suffered in France 
and Italy? Our military chiefs have already admitted their fear that the 
French armies might not stand up to Russia in case of war because of 
the widespread sympathy for communism among the French people, 
26.7 per cent of whom voted Communist in the last election. And now 
with the waves of resentment running through the French working and 
peasant classes over our deal with Franco, the French armies certainly 
may well be unreliable as allies, for many in France are already saying 
they would just as soon take a chance under French communism as un- 
der Franco’s fascism. So our military leaders, in the name of military ex- 
pediency, have been bartering the support of France, a very large, strong 
nation as European countries go — for the alliance of a much smaller, 
more impoverished Spain under a very unreliable, admittedly treacherous 
dictator. What price military expediency? 


ALLOTS OR DOLLARS: The financial aspects of the last election 

indicate that we are putting a price tag on the White House and on 
the seats in the Senate. The Congressional Quarterly reports over $23 
million spent in the last national election campaign but this total repre- 
sented only those leading political organizations which are required by 
law to file a report of their expenditures. If the thousands of state and 
local political groups who campaigned in support of their favorite na- 
tional candidates had been required to report, authoritative sources esti- 
mate the total would be approximately $100 million. 


THE NATIONAL REPUBLICAN AND THE NATIONAL 
DEMOCRATIC COMMITTEES each held to the $3 million legal limit. 
Other reporting GOP groups, however, brought the party spending up 
to an acknowledged $14 million, or nearly 60 per cent of the total $23 
million. The Democrats collected a little over $6 million, or 26 per cent 
of the total, and less than half the amount spent by the Republicans. Al- 
though it is assumed that all contributors obeyed the Hatch law which 
forbids any individual to make a gift of more than $5,000, it is known 
that many wealthy persons split up their contributions to the Eisenhower 
campaign in all the devious ways that have become customary. A man’s 
wife may give $5,000, likewise his sons-in-law, his incorporated dog or cat 
kennels! One multi-millionaire Texas oilman acknowledges 31 different 
contributions to Republicans funds. 

WITH TELEVISION, RADIO AND THE PRESS now an ac- 
cepted part of electioneering technique, large sums of money are requir- 
ed for a successful campaign these days, and it is doubtful that we can 
ever set up laws to alter the situation. The day may come when our peo- 
ple are anxious, fearful, and subject to waves of mass hysteria that can 
be whipped up through the extensive use of these mass media. All that 
will be needed then is a man with a loud voice and the dollars to put him 
over, regardless of the kind of person he is. 

HAVE WE ALREADY FORGOTTEN Hitler, Mussolini, Fran- 
co? Hitler told the distressed German people, “Back me and I'll bring 
you a revolution.” He turned to the powerful but uneasy German indus- 
trialists and said, “Back me and I'll prevent a revolution.” They backed 
him with unlimited funds; he took their money, their factories, their rail- 
roads, their mines, then he took the people — their sons, their minds — 
and led them all bewitched into the path of extreme selfish nationalism 
and almost destroyed our Western civilization. 

THE ONLY SOLUTION: Since it will probably be very difficult 
to curb political spending, our only hope is to develop a more mature and 
better informed public mind and a more discriminating and responsible 
people who will be able to come to their own political judgment through 
a loyalty to truth and who would be moved by character and ability 
rather than swept along by the million-dollar campaigns with slick ad- 
vertising methods, clever phrase making — the way we sell soap and cig- 
arettes. That is not good enough for democracy. 

Democracy is not based upon cleverness but upon character. 
Freedom is not founded upon what is popular but what is true. The great 
heroes of democracy have very often been lonely, misunderstood and for- 
gotten men. Are the politicians going to select their candidates from now 
on in terms of the men who can be “sold” to the public instead of hunting 
for the men who can lead the people? What will weigh the most in the 
coming election — ballots or dollars? 


“Model Communities” 
Many so-called developers 
using scorched earth tactics in gp 
ating new communities, sending 
(ahead of their builders) their byp 
dozers which tear out trees, ley 
beautifully rolling ground and @ 
stroy all the old vegetation gy 
natural beauty of an entire any 
Then they put up row on row 9 
monotonous houses set out in bap 
raw flatness, and the purchasers of 
such houses have to wait 20 or W 
years for a fresh growth to gi 
them shade and privacy and bea». 
ty. The builders will argue that if; 
cheaper to build on flat clearg 
ground. But what about the val 
of the trees destroyed and th 
shrubs and the lovely contours of 
the earth—and what about th 
cost for years afterward to home 
owners of growing new trees and 
shrubs? Such questions involve th 
responsibilities and obligations of 
free enterprise and must be faced, 
in one form or another, by many 
enterprises in the coming years, 


Roll Of Honor 


Fourteen colleges and univers- 
ties have declined the easy money 
from the Pentagon for Armed 
Forces Institute contracts by 
which they prepare correspondence 
courses and grade papers in the 
“instruction by mail’ system whieh 
the defense department provides 
for enlisted servicemen. The 
reason for rejecting the contract 
was the new clause which read 
“The contractor (the university) wil 
not retain for the performance of 
services under this contract such 
persons as are disapproved by th 
Government.” 

Under such a contract, a school 
would be vulnerable to vague bul 
final censorship of its faculty by of 
ficers in the Pentagon who ha 
only to explain that so-and-so was 
“disapproved by the Government.” 
Many colleges and _ universities 
have accepted the new contracts 
with the threatening clause, a 
though most educators regard this 
as the opening wedge for Pentagon 
control of higher education to hk 
exerted through the pressure of 
huge government grants to colleges 
When schools protested the new 
clause, the defense department a 
sured them that such power would 
be invoked only for “just and suf 
ficient causes,” but that the contract 
would not be changed. 

Considering the financial crises 
which most schools face today, it 
took great courage on the part of 
the following institutions to hold 
out for this basic principle of free 
dom of education by rejecting the 
Pentagon contracts: the Univers 
ties of California, Georgia, Illinois 
Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Ne 
braska, New Mexico, North Caro 
lina, Wisconsin, Wyoming, Louist 
ana State, the Oregon state system 
of education, West Kentucky State. 
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